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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1 ), (2), and (4) of section 371 (c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

2. Claims 1, 4, 6, and 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Craven et al. U. S. Patent No. 5815580. 

Regarding claim 1, Craven et al. (herein, Craven) discloses compensating 
filters. Craven's disclosure comprises a loudspeaker (1), which reads a loudspeaker, 
microphone, which reads on a microphone, a digital filter (5) receiving a sound signal 
from a sound source (4) to be received by the loudspeaker, which is indicative of the 
"processor" and power amplifier (col. 5, 37-67, and col. 6, lines 1-26, 42-67 and col. 7, 
lines 1-12, abstract and figures 1 and 2). 

Regarding claims 4, 6, and 8, Craven discloses everything claimed. Craven 
further discloses an arithmetic logic (col. 7, lines 10-12). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject nnatter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Craven in 

view of Yashima et al. 

Regarding claim 2, Craven discloses everything claimed as applied above (see 
claim 1). Craven further discloses a memory. However, Craven fails to specifically 
disclose the claimed limitations. However the examiner maintains that such audio 
components were well known in the art. 

Regarding the audio components, Yashima an acoustic replay device. Yashima 
disclose a D/A converter (58), an A/D converter (63) that indicative of a second A/D 
converter, means indicative of a regenerative signal processing, and a successive 
comparison analysis part (figure 11). However, Yashima fails to specifically disclose a 
first A/D converter. The examiner maintains that n A/D converter was well known in the 
art. 

Regarding the first A/D converter, It would have been obvious to one of the 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the invention of 
Craven and Yashima by providing an A/D converter the purpose for converting an 
analog input signal to a digital signal further processing, wherein such a component and 
technique is of common practice in the art. 

Regarding claims 5, 7, and 9, Craven, and Yashima disclose everything 
claimed. Craven further discloses an arithmetic logic (col. 7, lines 10-12). 
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Regarding claim 3. Craven and Yashima discloses everything claimed as filed 
above (see claim 2). Yashima further discloses a flat sound frequency characteristic in 
the listening position (col. 13, lines 51-54). 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-9 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

The applicant argues in particularly to claims 1 and 2, that prior art, Yashima et 
al. fails to disclose the claimed invention, particularly in respect to the sound source 
verses a noise source. However, the prior art of Yashima is essential to the invention 
and thus is still used to support particular aspects of the claims, particularly to claim 2, 
wherein the signal processing components are sufficient. And as well, the applicant 
argues against the other prior art as failing to disclose the invention as well. The 
examiner accepts the argument against the remaining prior art. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Laura A Grier whose telephone number is (703) 306- 
4819. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 7:30 am - 4:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor. Forester W. Isen can be reached on (703) 305-4386. 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 
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Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 



Washington, D.C. 20231 



Or faxed to: 



(703) 872-9314 (for Technology Center 2600 only) 



Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park II, 2121 Crystal 
Drive, Arlington, VA, Sixth Floor (Receptionist). 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
4700. 
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May 20, 2002 




TORESTER W. ISEN 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER ^0 



